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Remarks/Arguments: 



I. Status 

The Office Action dated March 29, 2005 (the "Office Action") has been carefully 
reviewed. Claims 1-2, 14, 23, 28, 37-41 have been canceled and claims 3, 6, 7, 1 1, 15, 
18, 24, 27, 29, 42 and 50 have been amended. Accordingly, claims 3-13, 15-22, 24-27, 
29-36 and 42-50 are pending in this application. Reconsideration of this application, as 
amended, is respectfully requested. 



II. Objections to the Drawings. 

The drawings were objected to based upon the numerals "26" and "24" as shown 
in FIG. 2. The Applicants respectfully traverse. 

As shown in FIG. 2, reference numeral "24" is directed to the far right end of the 
reel 10. In the specification, the reference numeral "24" is identified as "the outer 
annular wall". This description fits with the position of the reference numeral 24 as 
shown in FIG. 2 since the far right side of the flange 14 is in fact the outer wall of the reel 
10. (See also FIG. 1 showing reference numeral 24 on the top (as depicted in FIG. 1) of 
the flange 14). 

The side of the flange 14 opposite the "outer" wall 24 is the "inner" annular wall 
26. Thus, the reference numeral "26" should be located on the side of the flange 14 
opposite the numeral 24, just as depicted in FIG. 2. 

Accordingly, it is respectfully submitted that FIG. 2 accurately depicts the 
position of reference numerals "24" and "26" and that no correction is needed. 
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III. 35 U.S.C. § 112 Rejection. 

Claims 9-10 and 18 were rejected in the Office Action for reciting elements 
without proper antecedent basis. (Office Action at page 3). 

Claims 9-10 and 18 have been amended to depend from base claims providing 
proper antecedent basis for the recited elements. Accordingly, the Applicants 
respectfully submit that the rejection of claims 9-10 and 18 has been overcome. 
Therefore, the Applicants respectfully submit that the rejection of claims 9-10 and 18 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 12 should be withdrawn. 

IV. Claims 3-13, 15-22, 24-27, 29-36 and 42-50 

In the Office Action, claims 3-5, 15-17, 24-26, 29-36 and 42-49 were objected to 
for depending from a rejected base claim and claims 6-8, 1 1-13, 27, and 50 were rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102. 

Claims 3, 15, 24, 29 and 42 have been rewritten in independent form including all 
of the limitations of the base claim from which they depended. The remaining claims, as 
amended, depend from one of claims 3, 15, 24, 29 or 42. Accordingly, it is respectfully 
submitted that the claims 3-13, 15-22, 24-27, 29-36 and 42-50 are in condition for 
allowance. 

V. Claims 19-22 

In the Office Action, the Examiner indicated that the claims 19-22 are allowable 
over the prior art. 
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VI. Conclusion 

Applicants respectfully request entry of the amendments and favorable 
consideration of the application. 

A prompt and favorable action on the merits is requested. 
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